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Period f r Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
aM AN b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* see the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Priority 



1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 



2. Receipt is acknowledged of the Preliminary Amendment filed on 28 July 2000. 



3. Claims 10, 1 1 , 12 and 13 are objected to because of the following informalities: 



Re claim 10, line 3: "said insertion recess" lacks proper antecedent basis. Please 
substitute "said insertion recess" with -an insertion recess--, 

Re claim 11, line 3: "said insertion recess" lacks proper antecedent basis. Please 
substitute "said insertion recess" with -an insertion recess-, 

Re claim 12, line 3: "said first module-side antenna" lacks proper antecedent 
basis. Please substitute "said first module-side antenna" with -a first module-side 
antenna--, 

Re claim 12, line 5: "said second module-side antenna" lacks proper antecedent 
basis. Please substitute "said second module-side antenna" with -a second module- 
side antenna--, 

Re claim 12, line 6: Please substitute "the first module-side antenna" with --said 
first module-side antenna-, 



Prelim. Amdt/Amendment 




f laim Objections 
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Re claim 12, line 7: Please substitute "the second module-side antenna" with 
said second module-side antenna-, 

Re claim 13, line 3: "said first module-side antenna" lacks proper antecedent 
basis. Please substitute "said first module-side antenna" with -a first module-side 
antenna, 

Re claim 13, line 4: "said second module-side antenna" lacks proper antecedent 
basis. Please substitute "said second module-side antenna" with -a second module- 
side antenna. 

Appropriate clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The phrase "said accessed object is an information recording medium" is vague 
and indefinite to the Examiner wherein the accessed object such as a cartridge case is 
used recording information or the accessed object is holding/receiving an information 
recording medium. The Examiner interprets the claims 7 and 14 as the accessed object 
is holding/receiving the information recording medium therein. 

Appropriate clarification is required. 
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6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The phrase "wherein said first module-side antenna secures an antenna effective 
area by coming face-to-face relation with a first apparatus-side in a first usage mode of 
communication apparatus to communicate with said accessed object" in claim 8 is 
unclear. It is vague and indefinite to the examiner what the applicant is intending to 
describe of that the first module-side antenna, that is, what is the first apparatus-side 
securing relation with the first module-side antenna by coming face-to-face relation? 
The examiner interprets "a first apparatus-side" as -a first apparatus-side antenna--. 

Re claim 8, line 13: The phrase "said apparatus-side antenna" is vague and 
indefinite to the examiner what the applicant is intending to describe of that the 
apparatus-side antenna, that is, the apparatus-side antenna is the first apparatus-side 
antenna or the second apparatus-side antenna? 

Appropriate clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Maloney 
(US 6,204,764). 

Maloney teaches an object tracking system comprising a container (41) serving 
as an accessed abject wherein the container including a radio frequency identification 
(RFID) tag (52) serving as a non-contact IC module in which the RFID tag comprises an 
IC chip (53) and antenna (54 and 56), the antenna is extended form a bottom side (43) 
to a hinge cover (47) and/or a back cover (48) of the container, the RFID tag is in the 
form of adhesive stamps or stickers in which the RFID tag is flexible and is bent to 
attach to the inside of container (see Figs. 1-4; col. 6, line 12- col. 7, line 46). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 6, 7, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maloney in view of Sanders (US 6,276,523). 

The teachings of Maloney have been discussed above. 
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Although, Maloney teaches the container having antenna thereon, he fails to 
particularly teach or fairly suggest that the container is a translucent and the container is 
an information recording medium. 

However, Sanders teaches a compact disc container can be constructed of 
opaque plastic materials for holding information recording medium such as a compact 
disc (see Figs. 1a and 1b; col. 10, lines 25-38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Sanders to the teachings of 
Maloney in order to provide convenience to user(s) wherein user(s) can verify the 
contents of the container without physically opening the container in which the container 
is holding the information recording medium such as a compact disc. 

1 1 . Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maloney in view of Brady et al. (US 6,441 ,740)(hereinafter referred to as 'Brady'). 

The teachings of Maloney have been discussed above. 

Although, Maloney teaches the container having antenna thereon, he fails to 
particularly teach or fairly suggest that the container comprises a insertion slit. 

However, Brady teaches a container (150) comprising a cavity for receiving a 
radio frequency transponder (100) wherein the cavity serves as a insertion slit (see 
Figs. 1 and 10; col. 4, line 56-col. 7, line 33). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to install the radio frequency transponder of Brady to the teachings 
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of Maloney in order to provide an alternative method of identifying of the object in case 
of malfunctioning of the RFID tag by using the additional radio frequency transponder 
installed on the object therewith. 

12. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maloney in view of Bashan et al. (US 6 ( 719,206)(hereinafter referred to as 
'Bashan'). 

The teachings of Maloney have been discussed above. 

Although, Maloney teaches the container comprising a RFID tag having antenna 
thereon, he fails to particularly teach or fairly suggest that the RFID tag comprises a first 
module-side antenna a second module-side antenna. 

However, Bashan teaches a chip carrier module wherein the chip carrier module 
comprises a substrate (21 ) having a first coil antenna (40) mounted on the lower surface 
of the substrate and a second coil antenna (41) is mounted on the upper surface of the 
substrate wherein the first antenna and the second antenna is connected through hole 
(43) to be wired to the integrated circuit (30) (see Fig. 7; col. 7, lines 6-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to substitute the RFID tag of Maloney with the chip carrier module 
of Bashan in order to provide an improved system for achieving enhanced 
communication performance by providing double antenna therewith. 



Application/Control Number: 09/769,293 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2876 

Additional Remarks 

1 3. The lack of an art rejection with this Office action is not an indication of allowable 
subject matter (i.e., even though the claim 8 is rewritten or amended to overcome the 
Claim rejections as discussed above). The disclosure/claimed language is such that it 
is impractical to conduct a reasonable search of the prior art by the Examiner. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure; 

Rodgers et al. [US 6,340,932] discloses a carrier with an antenna for radio 
frequency identification. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Seung H. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2401 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 7:30 AM to 
4:00 PM. 

If attempt to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee, can be reached on (571) 272-2398. The fax-phone number 
for this group is (703) 872-9306. 

Communications via Internet e-mail regarding this application, other than those 
under 35 U.S.C. 132 or which otherwise require a signature, may be used by the 
applicant and should be addressed to [seung. le @uspto.gov]. 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. 
PTO employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a 
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possibility that sensitive information could be identified or exchanged unless the record 
includes a property signed express waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 
U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the Interim Internet Usage Policy published 
in the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark on February 25, 1997 at 1195 OG 
89. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-0956. 



Seung H. Lee 
Art Unit 2876 
April 16, 2004 



